BUCKINGHAM
examine by the observations we made, how at our first coming into Spain, taking upon you to be so wise as to foresee our intentions to change our religion, you were so far from dissuading us that you offered your service and secrecy to concur in it, and in many other open conferences pressing to show how convenient it was for us to be a Roman Catholic, it being impossible in your opinion to do any great action otherwise; the wrong, disadvantage, and disservice you did to the treaty, to the right and interest of our dear brother, sister and their children.  The great estimation you made of that state and the vile price you set this kingdom at.  Lastly, your approving of the condition that our nephew should be brought up in the Emperor's court.'1 . These were charges which any honourable statesman would prefer to meet openly, but Bristol was deprived of his chance to appeal to the Lords by receiving no writ of summons to the Parliament which met on February 6th. He protested, demanded a writ, and was curtly informed by Conway "That the King was no ways satisfied, and therefore must propound unto him, whether he would rather sit still and enjoy the benefit of the late King's pardon, or waive it and put himself upon trial for his negotiation in Spain'.  Bristol replied that he had already been questioned upon twenty articles by a Commission of the Lords, and had given full satisfaction, that he would neither waive James's pardon nor one whit of his privilege of being called to the present session.   Still receiving no writ, he petitioned the Lords 'That he, being a peer of the realm, had not received a summons to Parliament, and desires their Lordships to mediate with His Majesty that he may enjoy the liberty of a subject and the privilege of his peerage.'2 So the writ was dispatched to him, along with a
1 CABALA, p. 185.
8 This correspondence is printed in the Preface to the Earl of Bristors Defence Camden Miscellany, vol. vx.
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